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SCP Carlstadt Site: Consultation with Environmental Impacts 
Branch 

Janet Feldstein, Project Manager 
Northern New Jersey Compliance Section 

Nicoletta DiForte, Chief 
Northern New Jersey Compliance Section 

On March 16, I met with Joanne Arenwald of the Environmental 
Impacts Branch (EIB) to discuss the proposed interim remedy for 
the SCP-Carlstadt Site. 

I explained the proposed remedy, which consists of a slurry wall 
around the perimeter of the site, a groundwater collection 
system, and groundwater treatment, either on-site or off-site. 
We then discussed the following issues relating to the proposed 
remedy, previously raised in EIB's May 9, 1989 comments on the 
Draft Feasibility Study (attached). 

Wetlands Assessment: Joanne informed me that because the 
site is comprised of fill material, and there are no 
wetlands on the site itself, the proposed interim remedy 
will not impact wetlands, and consequently, a wetlands 
assessment does not have to be performed for this operable 
unit. However, wetlands impacts will need to be addressed 
for future operable units dealing with the site's impact to 
off-site areas. 

Floodplain Assessment; Joanne informed me that because the 
proposed remedy is an interim action, a floodplain 
assessment is unnecessary at this time. For future operable 
units, a floodplain assessment will be required to determine 
the impact of a potential flood on the long-term 
effectiveness of the final remedy. To perform this 
analyses, FEMA can provide maps outlining floodplain areas, 
which will enable determination of flood potential and flood 
impact to remedial action. 

Endangered Species: Joanne will initiate consultation with 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service to determine the impact of the 
proposed remedy on any endangered/threatened species in the 
vicinity of the site. 

New Jersey Coastal Zone Management Program: Normally, 
consultation with the State of New Jersey would be required 
to determine the impact of the proposed remedy on coastal 
resources. However, since the site is in the area governed 
by the Hackensack Meadowlands Development Commission (HMDC), 
consultation with HMDC to ensure consistency with the 
Commissions' requirements is all that is required, since 
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this zone has been delegated to HMDC's authority by the 
State. I will arrange a meeting with HMDC to inform them of 
the proposed remedy and arrange for an analysis to determine 
whether the project will be comply with HMDC's regulations. 

Other Potential ARARs; Joanne has determined that there is 
no potential for discovery of cultural resources for this 
proposed remedy. In addition, the Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Act and the Farmland Protection Policy Act do not apply to 
this proposed remedy. Accordingly, there are no other 
ARARs EIB wishes us to consider for this interim remedy. 

Joanne also suggested contacting Mario Paula (x6041) of the 
Marine and Wetlands Protection Branch, to inform him of the 
proposed remedy. I will contact him. 

Attachment 

cc; Jim Rooney, ORC-NJSUP W/ Attachment 
Joanne Arenwald, OPM-EIB 
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SUBJECT: SCP-Carlstadt 

FROM- William P. Lawler, P.E., Chief 
Environmental Analysis Section (2PM-EI) 

TO: Nickie DiForte, Chief 
Northern New Jersey Compliance Section (2ERRD-SC) 

We have reviewed the draft feasibility study (FS) for the first 
operable unit of the subject site for compliance with other 
environmental laws (ARARs), and offer the following comments. 

1. The site lies within the floodplain of concern (i.e. the 
— 500-year floodplain as defined by FEMA). The feasibility 

study acknowledges the need for erosion control measures, 
and specifically discusses backfilling the site and 
restoring it to original grade, revegetation and the 
possible construction of dikes/berms. A floodplain 
assessment must be completed for the proposed remedial 
action to ensure that adverse impacts to the floodplain are 
minimized or mitigated and all treatment units/equipment 
are protected through appropriate design considerations. 

Several actions are discussed which would include the 
placement of fill in wetlands. These actions include the 
option of discharging treated groundwater directly to the 
surface water of Peach Island Creek, the construction of 
dikes/berms, and the placement of a cap. Thus, a wetlands 
assessment is necessary. It should be noted that these 
actions must meet the requirements of Section 10 of the 
River and Harbors Act and/or Section 404 of the Clean Water 
Act. 

Because of the site's location adjacent to Peach Island 
Creek, in proximity to Eight Day and Walden Swamps, it 
should also be noted that future studies dealing with off-
site contamination must also include a wetlands assessment. 

There is a possibility of encountering federal 
endangered/threatened bird species in the vicinity of the 
site. While we would not expect any proposed remedial 
action to have a detrimental impact on these species 
because of their transient nature, informal consultation 
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is needed to conply 
with the Endangered Species Act. We will initiate this 
consultation for you. 
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4. The site is located within the coastal zone as designated 
by the State of New Jersey. Accordingly, proposals should 
be reviewed to ensure that they are consistent with the New 
Jersey State Coastal Management Program. A summary of this 
review and a consistency determination should be presented 
in the project's record of decision (ROD). 

5. We have conducted an evaluation of the project area for the 
potential for the discovery of cultural resources and have 
determined that the proposed remedial actions will have no 
effect on resources on or eligible for inclusion on the 
National Register of Historic Places. No cultural resource 
survey is required at this time. 

6. There are no wild and scenic rivers, or environmentally 
significant agricultural lands in the vicinity of the site. 
Accordingly, the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, and the 
Farmland Protection Policy Act should not be considered as 
ARARs for this project. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. We look forward to 
working with you as this project progresses, to ensure that all 
environmental concerns are adequately addressed. If you have 
any questions concerning these comments, please contact Joanne 
Arenwald of my staff at x6719. 

cc: R. Basso, 2ERRD-SC 
M. Sprenger, 2ES-SM 


